The standard economics that dominates large parts of the mainstream is teeming with dualistic concepts striving to understand the behaviour of our increasingly interconnected economies. The integration of financeeconomy-nature (climate) interactions has failed to meaningfully materialise in the literature. In this paper, a form of textual critique and philosophical inquiry is proposed, the deconstruction approach, advocated by the French thinker Jacques Derrida. Established hierarchical polarities populating standard economic analysis are identified, interpreted, criticised, and questioned. Neoclassical-driven economics views disequilibrium as a fall from equilibrium, whilst subordinating monetary dynamics, nature, and the climate to the prevailing importance of the productive economy. The rethinking of economics for improved sustainability governance would need to start from the premise of viewing the economy as a dynamic social construct, subjected to contextual conditions and historicity. Money, the non-human natural world, and our climate need to play more defining temporal and differential roles in economic analysis. The paper encourages reflexivity in economics research. It adopts an exploratory and epistemological approach. The paper should be seen under continuous work in progress.
Introduction
The contemporary global twin financial and climate crises have spurred a series of criticisms of our understanding of how economies work. Dominant schools of economic thought, business practices, and policy discourses can be reasonably argued to have failed to prevent the 2007-09 financial crisis. Having in mind current trends in global greenhouse gas emissions and slow climate action, these are on track to fail again and avoid dangerous anthropogenic climate change. Importantly, the traditional mechanisms of our governing nation-state institutions and of our limited and fragmented global institutions are struggling to keep up the pace with the global transformative nature and interconnectedness of the crises occurring (Held et al., 2011) . There are increasing calls highlighting the imperative need to change prevailing standard economic explanations of the workings of economic systems, should healthy durable economies and a less unstable climate materialise (Goodwin, 2010) . For a new mainstream to emerge and replace the old mainstream, it is not sufficient, however, to be content with changes at the fringes of the existing dominating body of economics literature. A thorough process of questioning the very foundations upon which dominant discourses and research have been built is required instead. In other words, a critical inquiry targeting the structure and fundamental premises of prevailing economic thought and methods could provide reinvigorating views. Though it may induce a subversive process by undermining established practices, it does so for the benefit of enhanced reflexivity. The creation of new investigative methods would enable us to better comprehend the transformative developmental pathways we may wish to embark upon. Interesting insights into particular problems may emerge when new methods and models are constructed and tailored to respond to questions that cannot be formulated and answered by using existing standard investigation methods (Nagel, 1979) .
This chapter lends a form of analysis combining semiotic analysis with philosophical thinking. It applies this to a critical discussion of why standard economics has failed to meaningfully explain, understand, and integrate finance-economy-climate interactions. More specifically,
